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Criminal possession of firearm,; having weapon in motor vehicle; whether evidence
was sufficient to support conviction of criminal possession of firearm when evi-
dence established only that defendant and firearm were in same car at same time;
whether there was sufficient evidence from which jury reasonably could have found
that defendant constructively possessed firearm; whether evidence was sufficient
to support conviction of having weapon in motor vehicle; claim that “knowingly
has” element of statute ((Rev. to 2013) § 29-38 (a)) prohibiting having weapon
in motor vehicle should be construed to mean “knowingly possesses”; whether trial
court committed plain error in applying law existing at time of defendant’s trial;
defendant’s request that this court exercise its supervisory authority over adminis-
tration of justice.
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Negligence; whether trial court erred in finding that pedestrians struck by motor
vehicles suffer greater emotional trauma than those involved in motor vehicle
accidents as drivers or passengers and improperly calculated noneconomic dam-
ages based on this finding.
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Marital dissolution; whether trial court’s findings that plaintiff engaged in wilful
violations of financial obligations were clearly erroneous; whether trial court
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Recklessness; negligence; whether trial court erred in sustaining objections to notice
of intent to pursue apportionment and apportionment complaint, whether first
exception in provision of municipal liability statute (§ 52-557n (b) (8)) contains
negligence standard; whether allegations set forth in complaint allege negligent
conduct and fall within first exception of § 52-557n (b) (8); whether defendants
could seek apportionment as to property owners and former tenants pursuant to
apportionment statute (§ 52-572h (0)).
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Ross v. Ross, 200 CA 720. . . . . . . . . e 2A
Dissolution of marriage; motion for modification of alimony; motion for attorney’s
fees; claim that trial court abused its discretion in determining amount of modified
unallocated alimony and child support ovder; failure to unbundle child support
award from alimony award and to apply child support guidelines in modifying
order; claim that trial court abused its discretion by ordering defendant to pay
plaintiff’s attorney’s fees.
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Collections; claim that fact finder’s conclusions were not based on evidence presented
at trial; claim that fact finder improperly failed to consider defendant’s contention
that plaintiff had duty to contact Medicare to resolve coverage issue; whether trial
court properly denied defendant’s objections to fact finder’s report; claim that
hospital debt collection statute (§ 19a-673d) compelled judgment for defendant.
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